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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

1. Claims 1-3, 37, 39-41, 43-44, and 47-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

Applicants newly added claim limitations couldn't be found in Applicants originally 
filed specification. For example, Applicants have amended independent claims to 
include at least the term "geographic". The Examiner has performed a text search of 
Applicants specification and cannot find one occurrence of the term "geographic". It is 
therefore unclear to the Examiner as to what Applicants consider the invention to be. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 38 is objected to because of the following informalities: It is unclear to the 
Examiner as to whether Applicants intentionally added the term "(Withdrawn-Currently 
Amended) to dependent claim 38. If Applicants are trying to re-claim previous restricted 
material the Applicants are advised of previous election. Claim 38 needs to be 
amended to read "Withdrawn". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1- 2, 37, 39-41, 44, 47-52, 55-59, and 62-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Mulcahy et al (6,002,746 hereinafter Mulcahy) in 

view of Miller et al (7,062,549 hereinafter Miller). The following rejection is being made 

as best understood by the Examiner due to the 1 12 rejection listed above. 

Regarding claims 1, 49, 56 and 63. Mulcahy teaches a subscriber unit and 
method for correlating a subscriber unit to a physical port in a point-to-point or to a 
point-to-multipoint network (title, abstract) comprising: 

prompting an installer to manually input a location code associated with the 
subscriber unit (col. 7 lines 64-67); 

receiving the location code in the subscriber unit (col. 7 lines 64-67); 

transmitting the location code via the network to a central repository (col. 7 lines 

29-32); and 

storing the location code in the central repository to associate the location code 
with the physical port (col. 8 lines 7-9). 

According to Applicants newly amended claim language, Mulcahy fails to teach 
transmitting the location code and a subscriber unit identifier to a central repository (see 
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Amendment and remarks, paper dated 1 1/01/05 and comments appearing at the bottom 
of page 10, paper dated 1 1/7/06). 

Miller also teaches methods and systems for communication path analysis that 
provides an automated mechanism for technicians located remotely from a network 
operations center to query a communications system for the status of communications 
paths (title, abstract). Miller discloses that craftsperson only needs to enter one 
communication circuit identifier (i.e. geographic location) to receive corresponding 
circuit verification and test results in a more efficient manner (last line of abstract, 
figures 3-8, col. 2 lines 19-40, col. 2 lines 64-67, col. 5 lines 39-52, col. 6 lines 1-49, col. 
7 lines 15-57, col. 8 lines 1-67, col. 9 lines 45-64). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to utilize the teachings of Miller into the teachings of Mulcahy in order to allow 
craftsperson to simply input circuit identifier from a remote location and receive status 
and test result information for the particular circuit which includes geographic 
information as taught by Miller column 9 lines 60-64). 

Regarding claim 2. Mulcahy teaches checking the location code for errors before 
storing (col. 8 lines 1 1-13); 

Upon finding an error, transmitting an instruction to the subscriber unit to indicate 
error to the installer (col. 8 lines 14-22)., and upon finding no errors, storing the location 
code (col. 7 lines 29-32). 
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Regarding claim 37. Miller teaches the location code permits identification of 
network service parameters associated with the subscriber unit (col. 6 lines 56-67). 

Regarding claims 39, 50 and 57. Mulcahy teaches receiving the location code in 
the subscriber unit (col. 7 lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 40, 51 and 58. Mulcahy teaches prompting an installer to 
manually input a location code associated with the subscriber unit (col. 7 lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 41, 52 and 59. Mulcahy teaches test set used by craftsperson 
(see 18 figure 4). 

Regarding claims 44 and 55. Miller teaches error detection and notification (see 
col. 6 line 37 - col. 7 line 27 wherein Miller associates an owner name with the location 
code and if circuit is not owned by the Network Service Provider that the technician 
works then an error message is displayed). 

Regarding claim 47. Miller teaches the unique identifier is assigned via 
manufacture (col. 5 lines 49-52). 

Regarding claim 48. Miller teaches correlating subscriber unit with location code 
(see figure 8 wherein circuit number listed as 810 is correlated with Location item 830). 

Regarding claim 62. Mulcahy teaches subscriber unit is located at subscriber 
location (see col. 8 lines 7-9 wherein CLI is typically used to physically identify 
subscriber units). 
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4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mulcahy 
et al (6,002,746 hereinafter Mulcahy) in view of Miller et al (7,062,549 hereinafter Miller) 
further in view of Kennedy et al (6,163,594 hereinafter Kennedy). The following 
rejection is being made as best understood by the Examiner due to the 1 12 rejection 
listed above. 

Regarding claim 3. Mulcahy in view of Miller fail to show prompting the installer to 
reinput the location code. However, Mulcahy discloses that if an error is detected, the 
operator can instruct a field engineer (i.e. installer) to perform appropriate operations to 
correct the error (col . 8 lines 1 9-22). 

Kennedy allows the craftsperson to re-input the location code (col. 2 lines 51-60, 
col. 3 lines 33-66, col . 7 lines 39-41 , col. 10 lines 1-3, lines 29-31 , see "reentering the 
correct directory number" in column 11). 

It would have been obvious to any one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time of 
invention to utilize the teachings of Kennedy into the teachings of Mulcahy in view of 
Miller in order to allow engineer the opportunity to perform appropriate operations to 
correct the error. 

5. Claims 43, 53-54 and 60-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mulcahy et al (6,002,746 hereinafter Mulcahy) in view of Miller et al 
(7,062,549 hereinafter Miller) further in view of Steinbrenner et al (6,754,310 hereinafter 
Steinbrenner). 
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Regarding claims 43, 53-54 and 60-61 . Mulcahy in view of Miller fail to use the 
term video. 

Steinbrenner teaches a telephony interface device for providing status and 
diagnostic information to a craftsperson wherein the telephony interface device that 
generates and provides voice prompts to aid the craftsperson in understanding or 
diagnosing the system thereby providing for an interactive telephony test device (col. 10 
lines 29-63). Steinbrenner teaches a telephony interface device for providing status and 
diagnostic information relating to "alternative media" (col. 1 line 62) including video, 
voice and high-speed data (col. 2 lines 1-2). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to utilize the teachings of Steinbrenner into the teachings of Mulcahy in 
view of Miller in order to provide an interactive test set that can accept user input and 
provide error code voice messages to the craftsperson (see col. 9 lines 8-22 wherein 
voice prompt played to indicated failure). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims1-3, 37, 39-44, 47-63 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barry W. Taylor, telephone number (571) 272-7509, who 
is available Monday-Thursday, 6:30am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost, can be reached at (571) 272-7872. The central facsimile 
phone number for this group is 571-273-8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group 2600 receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-2600, the 2600 Customer Service telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Centralized Delivery Policy: For patent related correspondence, hand carry 
deliveries must be made to the Customer Service Window (now located at the Randolph 
Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314), and facsimile transmissions must 
be sent to the central fax number (571-273-8300). 



Barry W. Taylor 
Art Unit 2617 
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